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Dear Mr. Pell,
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A~ a Correctional Offic~r for the S~ats of Rhode Island;~.
I .am plac.ed under ·a great· deal of .~tre·~s .at':m.y workplace. \ To." .

'ft}JEJ~L t!JJ9 ptIJrse.a:~J ~nJoleJJ3HiPyRlfp.iaY8H~I-QJJa&IM8~~J-:--~--'----

I am writing you in reference of a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making from the FCC (PR Docket 92-235). I own four new
Model Aircraft Radios which would become unusable should this
new rule be adopted. The models I fly weigh as much as ten
pounds and fly at speeds of sixty miles an hour. This new
rule will create frequencies so close, interference will
occur and render most model airplane frequencies ususable.
In short. I am asking to to oppose this new rule.

Sincerel~ p
4£~#~
John P. Sirois
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M/M Robert J. McDermott
572 Mendon Road

North Smi'thfie1~, HI 02895 .
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February 3, 1993
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The Honorable Clairborne Rell
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Re: Notice of Proposed Rule Making
(NPRM-PR Docket 92-235)

Dear Senator Pell:

My husband is seventy (70) years old and I am sixty-one (61).
Thirty five (35) years ago my husband constructed and flew remote control
airplanes with our sons until they cultivate~ other interests. Four (4)
years ago we visited the Smithsonian Institute and the interest in flying
was rekindled, however this time we both learned to fly. My husband is
semi-retired and I plan to retire next year. I am the only female in our
one hundred eighty (l80) member clLt:l. My husband and I have both had
surgery for Colon cancer as recently .as a year and a half ago and find
this hobby extremely enjoyable, and,great recuperative therapy. We
travel from Rhode Island to the CMRCM (central Massachusetts Remote
Control Modelers) Club in Westboro, MA because of the quality and number
of instructors and their willingness to share their knowledge.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model
use and increase the risk of accidenta and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
bank is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As
a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
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The Honorable ClaLborne Rell
'Page Two, .
February 3, l~93

, .r:q.nl:.'~old··that .of>ttre 50· frequencies 'that· ~te ·'presei:ltiy,.,availaPl~:,for',' , '
r:adio control, of· 'made,l'airplanes" ·only'19',fr.equencies,"wil1 ,be"left :'if' ,':'

, ,these new'rules are adopted.

, When we f~y our model airplanes under radio control, we go to'
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and 'bystanders and
t.heprotection.of prope,rty. Many of our safety pre~aut~6ns involve'the'
careful coordination and use' dfthe radiocontrQl frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh'as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio
control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment, and with a lLmited income, sacrifices are made in
order to afford this pleasure. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment
to thousands of people like my husband and myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help us continue the safe enjoyment of our pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~&_!~G/kc~-
M/M Robert ~ McDermott
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I am one of a group of 50 men who are members of the Aquldneck -Radio Control_ Club,lnc.•.
Middletown, Rhode Island. We build and fly serious radio .controUed airplanes•.our club is sanctioned
by- the A~demy of Model Aeronautics.'nc(AMA) whiCh in tum Is an associate mem~r of the Nation~d

- Aeron~utics(NM). NAAJs the -official U~S. representative:of the of the' Federation Aeronautiqu8
Internationale(FAI),t~eworld governing body for sport aviation.

I am extremely concerned and vexed by the proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The

proceeding is PR Docket 92·235.

Adoption of the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently- assigned for
model use and ina-ease the risk of accid~s and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.
Our radio control frequencies are In the 72 ~ 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies In this band are far enough apart
from the .land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other. The current narrow band frequencies were assigned about two years ago
and required the hundreds o~ thousands of radio control flyers, Including myself to purchase new
and expensive transmitters and receivers.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control airplanes. only 19 frequencies
will be left if these new rules are adopted. When we fly our airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.
Tne models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. We needthe use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment. I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control flyers. The FCC may not think
we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The activity provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry. Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of this intensely interesting and valuable
activity by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. It is my opinion, and
that of my peer group, that. such action would deal a crippling blow, perhaps the death knell to this
fascinating avocation that has been part of the American scene for more than seventy years.

Sincerely,

\~f1t-~).lj.fa-.v- ;INA ;Wg5'SS/ ,E..;,ir; s"kty JJ4ce y
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I am reti~ed and derive many ho~rs of enjoyment from constructing
and operating radio controlled ,model aircraft. I am able to extend
my educational interests in aerodynamics with these radio con­
trolled models. I am active in the Rhode Island Soaring Club whose
members also construct and operate radio controlled sailplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liabili­
tyfor controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we hive 'been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the iadio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new'rules are adopted.

We make every effort to fly our models in a safe way. Some mod­
els weigh several pounds and operate at speeds over 25 mph. Such a
model couid cause considerable damage should control be lost even
momentarily due to interference.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the oper­
ating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio
control modelers.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,n 1

~tzJtl~rr:d
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The Hono~bleClaibo'me Pell .
. United States.Senate·
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Dear Senator Pell: :
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......

, '." :,"

I am aD. active member ofRhode Island's largest radio control mQ.del airpla.p¢ club, the Rhode
. Isrand Aeromodelers.Dti~to. the prohibitive cost of flyirig.full scale'private' aiictaft, I'spend most·

of my leisure time building and flying model aircraft.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) regarding frequencies in the 72-76 MHz band. The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the use of
frequencies currently assigned for model airplane use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability.

The FCC proposal will create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the plan. This will cause many mobile land frequencies to move closer
to model frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. If the proposal is adopted,
the current 50 model frequ~ncieswill be reduced to just 19.

"

Safety during flight operations ofour model aircraft is our highest priority. We must carefully
coordinate the use of available frequencies to insure that two models on the same frequency~
fly at the same time. Reducing the number of frequencies for model use will congest the remaining
frequencies and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

It important to understand just how dangerous a model airplane can be if it is affected by radio
interference from a land mobile unit. The aircraft I currently fly took me 350 hours to build and
cost $500. It weighs 15 pounds and flies at speeds up to 60 miles per hour. It is flown at
organized events that include a spectator crowd, The potential for property damage, serious injury
or even death is very high if radio control of the plane is interfered with or lost. The Rhode Island
Aeromodelers and all model airplane clubs need the full compliment onadio frequencies to insure
a safe flying environment.

While the FCC may not think radio control aeromodeling is as important a business function as
land mobile radio use is, it must understand the contribution it makes towards the commercial
aviation industry by interesting thousands of young people in aircraft design, construction, and
flight. Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sin;7'4~
~IOCk
20 Lauren Lane
West Warwick, RI 02893
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.The Honorable Claiborne.Pell·

335 Russell; Senate Office Building
. Washingi~,"DC 20510:"· .; .

. Reference: FCC Rule Making
(Our File AMA-1)

Dear Senator Pell:

I am a builder of model airplanes. and have been so since 1936.1 am now retired and enjoyi~gmy hobby of

building radio-controlled model aircraft. Contemporary model aircraft radio control has opened up a wide
range of unique aircraft that may be modelled in true scale because of the proportional control these radios

prC?\(ide to the modeler. In my case. that has resulted in my building some 14 flyable radio-controlled aircraft,

with 7 radios and 20 or more engines. My investment, in radios, engines, aircraft, tools, and support

equipment exceeds $8000. I ama member of the Rhode Island Aeromodelers Club.

AbOill'1989';or1990. our national governing body, the AMA (Academy of Model Aeronautics, 160.000
mernbers), :was able to negotiate with the FCC for an expanded band of radio frequencies (in the 72 and 75

megahertz [MHz] bands) for our usage. To enabl~usto make proper use of them, itwas necessary for us
to have our eXisting equipment upgraded to more precise standards. The new channels which were enabled

by this legislation doubled the number we had available by locating the new channels midway between
adjacent eXisting channels. so that our old transmitters had to be tuned more exactly to the channel

frequency, and the exiting receivers had to be junked and new ones bought. This resulted in an approximate
$75 cost per transmitter/receiver pair to each modeler.

I am concerned about proposed rules currently under consideration by the FCC, PR Docket 92-235~ that. it
adopted, will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Presently. our channels are located 0.020 MHz apart. i.e.• Channel 14 has a frequency of 72.070 MHz;

Channel 15, 72.090 MHz. Presently, there are fkedbca/bn pager frequencies located midway between our
channels, 0.010 MHz from our frequencies. Since these are fIXed in location, by using an expensive

frequency scanner periodically borrowed from the AMA, we can check the "foreign" frequencies having
significant strength at our flying field and advise our members if any of our assigned frequencies maybe
affected, ThUS, the present situation, while not idealfrom out standpoint. is certainly workable with some
caution on oui' part. .

AMA-ll



,~ .....

. ',' ~:. ~;;" .~ .

.' '..

JOHN W. JUECHTER

FCCRule Making.
F~bruary 2, 1993 " "

: ,.page 2, ,:

,:' ~R' ~ck~r~2~235·.wo~:ld,~~~~:'a~d~n~I:~eQue~ciesO.0025',a~~'~·.~015'MHz ~~~~ ~om o~~ aSs~~~'.
frequencies, the allowable bandwidth of those frequ~c~eswould overla~ our assigned frequencies, and the
allowable J?OWefoutputofthos,e transmitters would be41imesburs. Furthermore, theseproposed frequencies

. wou'd be assigned to mobile telecommunications. Thu.s, frequency sweeps of Our fly!ng area would be',
meaninglesfil a~ soon as they were ~mpleted~ , ,,' '

It appears, therefore, that the FCC seeks to improve operating conditions of land mobile radio users (to be
able to use equipm~ntnot yet built) at the expense of radio control modelers (using equipment already bought
and'paid tor). 'Whi'lelhe' FCC may notthink we are as important as'business users of radio, we have a

considerable investment in out model equipment and represent a large national industry. The hobby provides
many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like me and contributes to advancement and development
of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help us to continue to enjoy our hobby by not allowing the FCC to enact PR Docket 92-235.

Very truly yours,

() '~' / ...#--'
-"I tv? ~';'

/John W. J 'hter - '.::,

-/
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THE HONORABLE CLAIBORNE"D. PELL
UN1TED STATES SENATE
WASHINGTON,DC 20510

DEAR SENATOR PELL:
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I AM A RESIDENT OF RHODE ISLAND AND I AM A PROFESSIONAL
PILOT. I AM WRITING YOU ABOUT MY CONCERN ABOUT PROPOSED RULES
CURRENTLY UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION(FCC) PR DOCKET 92-235.

I AM AN ACTIVE RADIO CONTROLLED AIRCRAFT MODELER AND I
INSTRUCT NEW MEMBERS HOW TO FLY. MY CLUB HAS A PRIMARY
PURPOSE TO FURTHER AVIATION THROUGH MODE~ING. I HAVE
INSTRUCTED SEVERAL YOUNG ENTHUSIASTS WHO HAVE GONE ON TO
ATTEND AVIATION SPECIALTY COLLEGES OR WHO HAVE GONE ON TO GET
THEIR FULL SCALE:PRIVATE FAA LICENSE.

':.

OUR RADIO CONTROL FREQUENCIES ARE IN THE 72-76 MHZ BAND. THE
FCC WANTS TO CREATE MORE MOBILE FREQUENCIES BY SPLITTING THEM
INTO NARROWER BANDWIDTHS AND REARRANGING THE BAND PLAN. THE
PROBLEM IS THAT THE NEW PLAN WOULD CAUSE INTERFERENCE WHICH
WOULD RESULT IN 50 FREQUENCIES AVAILABLE FOR RADIO CONTROL
OPERATIONS BEING SLASHED TO ONLY 19 FREQUENCIES.

RADIO CONTROLLED AIRCRAFT IS A SPORT NOT UNLIKE AMATURE
SHORT WAVE WHICH PRODUCES TECHNICIANS AS WELL AS PROVIDES FOR
A WORTHWHILE HOBBY. THE POPULARITY OF THE SPORT AND THE HIGH
PERFORMANCE REQIRES THAT THE SAFEST TECHNIQUES BE USED TO
PROTECT EVERY SPECTATOR AND PARTICIPANT. MANUFACTURERS HAVE
BEEN PRODUCING VERY RELIABLE EQUIPMENT BUT A SAFE FREQUENCY
AREA IS IN NEED OF PROTECTION FROM MOBILE EQUIPMENT WHICH MAY
BE POWERFUL ENOUGH TO DISRUPT SAFE RADIO CONTROL OPERATIONS.

PLEASE HELP ME TO KEEP RADIO CONTROLLED SPORTS/HOBBIES SAFE
BY NOT ALLOWING THE FCC TO CARRY OUT ITS PROPOSALS FOR THE
72-76 MHZ BAND.
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'The Hori9rable. Clliiborne deB. Pellr tTS'Senator
335 Russel S~nate Offi~Building .:.

. .... "Washin~pn,P<:>20510" .
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Dear Senator Pell:
I have been interested in aviation for many years. T~ined as a scientist, I have'enjoy~d'

all aspects ,of m~del aviation including design and flying. As president of the Rhode Island
Soaring Qub, which has~n chartered for more than. twenty years without a single 'accident, I
must express my 'deep concern abou~.proposed rules changes currently being considered by' the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC).

These rules are presented in PR DoCket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and would increase risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Currently we shar~ the72 - 76 MHz band with private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidth and changing the band separation we have enjoyed by interleaving them
with our frequencies. As a result, this will cause radio interference and I am told that of the 50
frequencies currently available for control of model airplanes, only 19 will be left if these new
rules are adopted.

When we fly model airplanes under radiocontro~ we go to great lengths to assure safety
for operators, bystanders and protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve
careful coordinated use of radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is cut
back as proposed by the FCC there will be congestion on the remaining frequencies and safety
will be greatly reduced. .

We fly model airplanes with wing spans of up to 16 ft and weights up to 40 pounds.
These models are expensive to build but more importantly, can cause damage and injury if radio
interference causes the operator to loose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I am strongly opposed to the FCC's plan to increase land mobile use at the expense of
radio control modelers. Two years ago we underwent an expensive and complicated upgrade of
our radio equipment giving us the use of 50 channels. Now all the effort and expense of that
upgrade will be wasted it these rule changes are approved. We have considerable investment in
our model and radio equipment and each year spend hard earned dollars contributing to the
overall economy. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me and the Rhode Island Soaring Club continue safe enjoyment of my
pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

/

Sincerely,

C&~.(~-1/ j~ V~ c2t}Z
Christopher J. Ordzie, Ph.D.
948 Matunuck Beach Rd.
Wakefield, RI 02879
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Re: FCC NPRM-PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Pell:

I write to warn you and urge you to stop the proposed addition of the certain
radio frequencies ofFCC NPRM-PR Docket 92-235.

The proposed fr¢<tuencies ofDocket 92-235 will seriously endanger the safe
operation ofRadio Controlled Model AirPlanes and other remotely piloted vehicles.
The Academy ofModel Aeronautics has worked long and hard with the FCC to establish
a set ofradio channel frequencies.which are specifically reserved for use by flying model
airplanes. This resulted in increased safety' ofoperations.

Only three years ago, many modelers had to purchase new radio transmitters to
conform to this new code of safety. They have spent hundreds and thousands ofdollars to
comply. Proposed Docket 92-235 will seriously impair the safety that has been
obtained by seriously overcrowding the airwaves near our existing flying frequencies.

These radio controlled model airplanes are as large as 12 feet \vingspan, and can
fly over 100mph. Certainly, these models require a safe operating frequency. Airplane
Modeling also represents the amateur form ofinventing and engineering in the same spirit
as the Wright Brothers. Virtually all ofthe high-tech Remotely Piloted Vehicles of our
military were born through these home engineered science and hobby projects. Please
recognize the importance of keeping our well managed frequencies intact, and discourage
the passage ofFCC NPRM-PR Docket 92-235

Thank you for your responsible reponse. Best regards.
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,The HonOrable Claiborne Pe\1
Unlted'States Senate' '.' '
Wa's~ingtbn, D:Co 2~510

" Deaf Seci~tOr Peli:..:

, '

I have beeninterested in aviation for as long as.I can reinember. I am very active in a 10cal·c1ub
whose members enjoy ~onstructing radio controlled model airplanes. .

I'amvery'concemed about proposed,rules, that are currently under consideration by the Federal, '
, Communications Comniission(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,the liew ,

rules will greatly (educe the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase
the risk of accidentS and attendantliability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHZ band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequenCies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to sbare the band without
either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower band
widths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. We currently
have 50 frequencies that will not change even if the new rules are adopted, but only 19 of the 50
will be usable.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of
the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as
30 or 40 pounds and can travel at speeds of approximately 100 MPH. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing41.6 0 0 11.6.006 Tcj
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Washington, D.C. 20510

RE; PR'-DOCKET 92-235

Dear Senator Pell:

I s"incereoly ask that you do your upmost to see that the
FCC does not implement the Propose Rule Docket 92-235 in
the interest of safety.

Almost 60 years ago I started building model airplanes,
first starting with solid models, then rubber powered of lying
models and in 1940 built ~y first engine powered airplane. This
was a 'free flight' model; start the engine, set a timer for 15
to 20 seconds, and let it go. I, like all the others at that
time, wished that there was some way to control the flight of
the model. I continued building model airplanes throughout
High School, throughout my days at Parks Air College (I was able
to skip a few sUbjects due to my knowledge of airplane con­
struction and flight gained through models) and into my marriage
until the period when the family grew and required attention to
clothing, education and problems that go with it.

About five years ago, upon full retirement, I built my first
radio controlled model airplane and finally mastered the art of
flying it. Since

my
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, ..~" '" /N J'.'C5uUI5'd!J.,Jhe Honorable Claiborne D. Pell '

301' Pastore, Federal BU'ilding
.,providence', Rhode Island·

. "'Dear S~~~tor Palf:" .,

.
~ .

I· am one of a group of 50 men"who are members of the Aquidrieck Radio' Control Club,lnc.,
Middletown, Rhode Island. We build and fly serious radio controlled airplanes. Our club is sanctioned
by the Academy of Model Aeronautics,lnc(AMA) which in turn is an associate memb~r of the National

. Aeronautics(NAA). NAA is the official U:S. representative of the of the Federation Aeronautique '
Internationale(FAI);the world governing bodv'for sport 'aviation. '

I am extremely concerned and vexed by the proposed- rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis~ion (FCC). The

proceeding is PR Docket 92·235.

Adoption of the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.
Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other. The current narrow band frequencies were assigned about two years ago
and required the hundreds of thousands of radio control flyers, including myself to purchase new
and expensive transmitters and receivers.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As.a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control airplanes, only 19 frequencies
will be left if these new rules are adopted. When we fly our airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.
The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they. are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment. I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control flyers. The FCC may not think
we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The activity provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry. Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of this intensely interesting and valuable
activity by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. It is my opinion, and
that of my peer group, that such action would deal a crippling blow, perhaps the death knell to this
fascinating avocation that has been part of the American scene for more than seventy years.

02-87/

SinCereIY.~:)~

:s~.~

P~;R-T-
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oea:r, S~'n~tor: Peil:: :. ....,:'

I am one of a group of 50 men who are' members of tile Aquidneck Radio Control Club,Inc.,
Middl~tQwn; Rhode Is.land. We build and fly serious r~diO;controlledairplane"s. Our club is l?anctioned
by the Academy of Model Aeronautics,lnc(AMA) which 'fn turn is an associate member of the National·
Aerona~tiCs(NAA)" NAA is the o.fficial U.S" r.epresentative of the of the. Federation Aeronautiqu~
Interriatioflale(FAI),tileworld governing body for sport aviation.

I am extremely concerned and vexed by the proposed' rules· that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The

proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.

Adoption of the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.
Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band" is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other. The current narrow band frequencies were assigned about two years ago
and required the hundreds of thousands of radio control flyers, inclUding myself to purchase new
and expensive transmitters and receivers.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control airplanes, only 19 frequencies
will be left if these new rules are adopted. When we fly our airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.
The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment. I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control flyers. The FCC may not think
we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The activity provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry. Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of this intensely interesting and valuable
activity by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. It is my opinion, and
that of my peer group, that such action would deal a crippling blow, perhaps the death knell to this
fascinating avocation that has been part of the American scene for more than seventy years.

Sincerely,
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February 1, 1993

Senator Claiborne Pell
1 Exchange Terrace
418 Federal Building, USCH
Providence, RI 02903

Dear Senator Pell:

I am a businessman in the town of West Warwick, Rhode Island and
I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing
and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile 'frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that
are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve thetoradibr8948 8 Tfu
(model) 288.04m
(to0 126351.0669 147.8coordinaprotectios)Tj
13.4731 0 0 125551.0669 147.86 Tm
(and)08
15.9241 0 0 135551.0669 147.8Tm
(cause)Tj
15.3025 040 122 11.0669 147.88 Tm
(of)Tj
15.4821 0 0 15 395.9941 147.84 Tm
(tho)Tj
15.3416 0 0 12 495.9941 147.84 Tm
(radio)T6595.4003 0 0 32 2 13586 231.6 Tm
(control)4
20.1289 0 0 122495.3586 231.6 Tm
(frequopert0 179566.04m
(to)Tj9075.3586 231.Ifnvolve)Tj
15.6642 0 0 16 266.3586 231.6 Tm
(the)87318.6789 0 0 122 36.3586 231.numbm
(under)Tj
15.3025 0 4lavailabl0anrsafetyMany
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~lease understan~' that many model·airplanes have wingspans up to
10 'feet and wei'gh as . much as .30 or. 40, pounds. 'The models.
theniselves are eJt:pensiV:'e ~o 'build,;', ..' -but moreta the .poiIit, t:~ey

are capable, of ·causing· prqpert;:y . qam~ge,'s¢rious 'injury'I' or even. . .
de.lith i:fvadiq: inteFference' ,Ga\lses the 9p·erat6r·. to'· 19S~···.conttoa.: ..· .
of :the' '¢ra:fi;~ :' We·':·oftEm fly ·our'ltlodEds·, ~t . organized ·evEmt.s and'
.pontests where hundreds Qf operators participate. ,We need the
.use . of' .our full complement of' radio frequencies. in order to
assure a safe flying environment.

I ..do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to' 'improve :the
operating conditions of 'land mobile radio users at the expense of
rqdio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoYment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the' advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoYment of my
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for
band.

Sincerely,

~//@~
Michael K. Elle~
ME: jkv

pastime by not
the 72-76 MHz
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The Honorab\e.G1aibome.D. P~I
. 301 Pastore Federa.l Building'

Provi.dence, Rhode Isl~n(r ..'

. .: ..De?r Sen~tOr 'P~;i: ', .. ' . .'.>
-.- .

. 4 February1993 .

I am one of a group of 50 men who are members of the. Aquidneck Radio Control Club,lnc.,
. Middletown, Rhode Island. We build and fly serious .radio controUed airplanes. qur club is sanctioned·

by the Academy of Model Aeronautics,lnc(AMA) which in turn is an associate member of the National
Aeronautics(NAA). NAA is the official U.S. representative of the of the Federation Aeronautique .
Internationale(FAI),the world governing body for sport aviation:" .

J am extremely concerned and vexed by the proposed' rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The

proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.

Adoption of the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.
Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use

. 'lo

interfering with the other. The current narrow band frequencies were assigned about two years ago
and required the hundreds of thousands of radio control flyers, including myself to purchase new
and expensive transmitters and receivers.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control airplanes, only 19 frequencies
will be left if these new rules are adopted. When we fly our airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.
The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment. I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control flyers. The FCC may not think
we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The activity provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry. Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of this intensely interesting and valuable
activity by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. It is my opinion, and
that ,of my peer group, that such action would deal a crippling blow, perhaps the death knell to this
fascinating avocation that has been part of the American scene for more than seventy years.
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